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On OCTOBER 31, 2019, the above numbered and entitled cause was regularly 
reached and called for a hearing on the State’s Motion to Revoke Community Supervision filed 
on AUGUST 29, 2019, alleging that the Defendant has violated the conditions of community 
supervision as set out in a previous Order dated OCTOBER 15, 2018; The State appeared by 
BEN ABILA, and the Defendant and the Defendant’s attorney, RICARDO ALANIS, were 
also present. Thereupon both sides announced ready for the hearing, and the Defendant, 
Defendant's attorney, and the State’s attorney waived the reading of the motion to revoke 
community supervision, and upon being asked by the Court as to how the Defendant pleaded, 
entered a plea of TRUE to the allegations in the motion to revoke community supervision. 

Thereupon, the Defendant was admonished by the Court of the consequences of the 
plea(s); it appeared to the Court that the Defendant was competent and that the Defendant was 
not influenced in making said plea by any consideration of fear or by any persuasion prompting 
said plea; and the Court received the free and voluntary plea, which is now entered of record in 
the minutes of the court. The Court proceeded to hear evidence from the State and the 
Defendant and, having heard argument of counsel, was of the opinion and found that the 
Defendant violated the conditions of community supervision as alleged in the State’s motion, 
namely, condition number(s) 1,1 A,13,15,16,17,18,19,21,23,24, AND 25, but further found that 
the Defendant’s community supervision should not be revoked at this particular time and that 
said Order be modified as follows: 






























An increase in the period of community supervision by TWO (2) YEARS . 


It is therefore ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED by the Court that the Defendant’s 
community supervision should not be revoked at this particular time, that the Defendant should 
continue on community supervision subject to the terms and conditions of the order of community 
supervision previously entered in this case on OCTOBER 15, 2018, and subject further to the 
modifications set forth above. 

The Court finds that all court-ordered payments, if any, are suspended during the Defendant’s 
custodial supervision, if any, and such payments shall be reinstated thirty days from the date of 
discharge from such custodial supervision. 

The Court finds that the Defendant has spent 122 DAYS in county jail pending this 
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